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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10 and 17-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Satomi et al., (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0063304 and Satomi 
hereinafter) in view of Lamkin et al., (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2006/0159109 and 
Lamkin hereinafter). 

As to claims 1,10,17,18 and 24-28, Satomi teaches a method comprising: 
receiving a request corresponding to a specific content (i.e., "a button 2907 is a button for 
deleting an album. A button 2908 is a button for uploading image data. A button 2909 is a print 
order button. ([0203]) . . .If it is determined in step S3 105 that creation of a new album is not 
selected, it is checked in step S3 107 whether deletion of an album is selected. If the button 2907 
s pressed, it is determined that deletion of an album is selected, and the flow advances to step 
S3 108. If the button 2907 is pressed, a window 3400 shown in FIG. 33 is displayed to allow the 
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user to delete the selected album. (FIG. 33; [0219]) . . . When the print order button 2909 on the 
window 2900 is pressed, the photosite 105 searches the album image data table 800 to acquire 
and image count N of the currently selected album in step S4801. ([0274]) ... In step S4805, the 
photosite 105 searches the album image data table 800 in the database 1 18 for a record whose 
image display number is I, and acquires the image ID 802 of the image. The photosite 105 also 
searches the image information data table 900 for a record with image information having the 
image ID 901. From the searched information data table 900, the photosite 105 acquires the file 
path 904 to the original image, ([0278]) ..." The preceding text excerpts clearly indicate that a 
user can request over the network (i.e., internet) to print, delete, upload etc. a specific image 
album or image in the photosite system (server). The photosite system based on the type of the 
request (e.g., delete, print etc.) searches/reviews/analyzes information in a database (e.g., album 
image data table i.e., information related to the specified image, album etc.) and selectively asks 
the user to confirm the request (e.g., a delete request to delete a specific album) and based on the 
users confirmation response, processes/performs the requested job (i.e., delete the image or 
image album etc.); reviewing a record associated with the specific content in response to 
the request (please see explanation above; [0116];[0274];[0278]); selectively transmitting a 
confirmation for the request based on the reviewing (please see explanation above; [0219]; 
Fig. 33); and performing the request in response to receiving the request and instruction 
from the user in responding to said confirmation (please see explanation above; 
[0203];[0219]). 

Satomi does not explicitly teach that the request corresponding to a specific 
content wherein duplicates of said specific content are retained across multiple devices 
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configured for communicating with one another over a network and response to the 
request based on the presence of any duplicate or related content. 

Lamkin teaches that the request corresponding to a specific content wherein 
duplicates of said specific content are retained across multiple devices configured for 
communicating with one another over a network and response to the request based on 
the presence of any duplicate or related content (i.e., "Synchronizing content can provide a 
consistent view of content over the network when multiple copies of content exist over the 
network. . . . synchronization can delete, add, move or alter content based on changes of status of 
content one or more devices of the network. ([0132]) . . . With the distribution of content 
throughout the network 121 (e.g., a home network) and media being copied around to other 
devices for usage, it is common to end up with duplicate media or files. ... it may be desirable 
that after the news broadcast recording has been viewed, that it be deleted on not only the device 
from which it was watched, but also other devices throughout the digital network. . . . This 
feature in some embodiments is initiated at a viewers request for multi-user households. ... In 
some instances, however, the first copy may not be deleted if not authorized. ([0133]) . . . 
Similar predictive criteria, user instructions or other conditions can dictate the deletion from 
other devices of the network ([0139])." The preceding text excerpts clearly indicate that 
duplicate media (e.g., video, audio etc.), files are stored in multiple devices in a network. A user 
can request/instruct to delete a specific content/file/media from a device(s). The system 
determines if any duplicates exist.). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Satomi with the teachings of Lamkin to 
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include that the request corresponding to a specific content wherein duplicates of said 
specific content are retained across multiple devices configured for communicating with 
one another over a network and response to the request based on the presence of any 
duplicate or related content with the motivation to synchronize content to provide a 
consistent view of content over the network when multiple copies of content exist over 
the network (Lamkin, [0132]). 

As to claim 2, Satomi teaches wherein the reviewing further comprises using a 
preference corresponding with the request to determine whether the confirmation is 
transmitted ([0265]). 

As to claims 3, 4 and 20, Satomi teaches wherein the preference is based on the 
type of the request ([0265]; [0271];[0274]). 

Satomi does not teach determining utilization of any duplicate or related content. 

Lamkin teaches determining utilization of any duplicate or related content (See 
explanations in rejected claim one above.)- 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Satomi with the teachings of Lamkin to 
include determining utilization of any duplicate or related content with the motivation to 
synchronize content to provide a consistent view of content over the network when 
multiple copies of content exist over the network (Lamkin, [0132]). 
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As to claims 5 and 19, Satomi teaches wherein the specific content includes one 
from the group of content items consisting of a photograph, music, a document, and a 
video (Abstract). 

As to claims 6 and 23, Satomi teaches wherein the request includes one from the 
group of request types consisting of saving, deleting, modifying, and printing of the 
specific content ([0090]). 

As to claims 7 and 21 , Satomi teaches storing the preference in a storage device 
(Fig.1 and Fig.2). 

As to claims 8 and 22, Satomi teaches storing the record in a storage device 
(Fig.1 and Fig.2). 

As to claim 9, Satomi teaches wherein the confirmation asks the user for 
authorization for executing the request (FIG. 33; [0099]; [02 19]). 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded 
of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 

mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 

shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 

extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 

than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Points of Contact 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Apu M. Mofiz whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4080. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:00 A.M. to 4:30 
P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached at (571) 272-4146. The fax numbers for the 
group is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 
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